November 9, 2021 CONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL Page

121

Cumulative Table of Cases
Connecticut Reports
Volume 339

(Replaces Prior Cumulative Table)

Acorn Developers, LLC ». Pinto (Order) . . . . . . .. . ... .. ... ...
Anthony A. v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . .. ... ... ... .. ..........
Habeas corpus; claim that habeas court incorrectly determined that Department of
Correction did not violate petitioner’s constitutional right to procedural due
process ih classifying him as sex offender; whether petitioner was afforded all
of procedural protections required by Wolff v. McDonnell (418 U.S. 539), whether
there was sufficient evidence in record to support petitioner’s classification as
sex offender; claim that habeas court incorrectly concluded that department did
not violate petitioner’s state constitutional right to substantive due process by
classifying him as sex offender; whether department’s classification decision
could withstand rational basis review; whether habeas court correctly concluded
that petitioner’s classification as sex offender on basis of nonconviction informa-
tion did not violate article first, § 9, of Connecticut constitution.
Antonio A. v. Commissioner of Correction (Order). . . . .. ... ... ... ........
Bank of New York Mellon v. Tope (Order) . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ....
Banks v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . . ... ... ... ... .............
Habeas corpus; kidnapping first degree; robbery first degree; whether habeas court
should have assessed harm of error under State v. Salamon (287 Conn. 509) in
accordance with legal standard articulated in Brecht v. Abrahamson (507 U.S.
619) or that articulated in Neder v. United States (527 U.S. 1); whether habeas
court correctly determined that trial court’s failure to instruct jury in accordance
with Salamon was harmless when petitioner, after having taken property from
victims, forcibly removed them from scene of robbery and restrained them in
order to facilitate his escape.
Bell . Commissioner of Correction. . . . . . .. ... ... . ... ... .. ...
Habeas corpus; robbery first degree; kidnapping first degree; whether Appellate Court
correctly concluded that absence of jury instruction in accordance with State v.
Salamon (287 Conn. 509) at petitioner’s criminal trial was not harmless error.
Bellerive v. Grotto, Inc. (Order). . . . . . . . . . . . .
Carrasquillo v. Commissioner of Correction (Order) . . . . . ... ... ... ........
Conklin v. Teachers Ins. Co. (Order) . . . . . . . . . . .. i it
Devine v. Fusaro (Order). . . . . . . . . . . e
Fain v. Benak (Order). . . . . . . . . . . e e e
Farmington-Girard, LLC v. Planning & Zoning Commission . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Zoning; administrative appeals; subject matter jurisdiction; exhaustion of adminis-
trative remedies; certification from Appellate Court; claim that trial court improp-
erly dismissed administrative appeals for lack of subject matter jurisdiction,
whether Appellate Court incorrectly determined that city’s zoning administrator
had authority to determine that plaintiff property owner’s application for special
permit was void; whether plaintiff’s consolidated appeals were moot; whether
Appellate Court incorrectly determined that plaintiff was required to appeal from
decision of city’s zoning administrator purporting to void plaintiff’s application
for special permit.
Fenner v. Commissioner of Correction (Order) . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ........
Gibson v. Jefferson Woods Community, Inc. (Order). . . . .. ... ... ... ... ....
Gonzalez v. Commissioner of Correction (Order). . . . . ... ... ... ... .......
Great Plains Lending, LLC v. Dept. of Banking . . . . . ... ... ... ...........
Administrative appeal; tribal sovereign immunity; whether trial court properly
sustained plaintiffs’ appeal from decision of Commissioner of Banking ordering
plaintiffs to cease and desist and to pay civil penalties for violating Connecticut’s
banking and usury laws; claim that plaintiff businesses, which were created
pursuant to laws of federally recognized Indian tribe, were entitled to tribal
sovereign immunity as arms of tribe; claim that plaintiff chairman of Indian
tribe shared in tribal sovereign immunity of plaintiff businesses; whether trial
court correctly determined that entities claiming tribal sovereign immunity bore
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burden of proving, by preponderance of evidence, their status as arms of tribe;
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